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HAIRSTON, Administrative Patent Judge. 



DECISION ON APPEAL 

This is an appeal under 35 U.S.C. §§ 6(b) and 134 from the final 
rejection of claims 1 to 17. We will reverse. 

The disclosed invention relates to a method and system for enabling a 
controlling software component to communicate on a discrete basis with one 
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or more of a plurality of processor-enabled peripheral devices over a 
controller area network (CAN) bus (Fig. 1; Spec. 2, 5-9, 14, and 15; 
Abstract). 

Claim 1 is representative of the claims on appeal, and it reads as 
follows: 

1 . A method of communicating over a controller area network (CAN) 
bus, comprising: 

routing registration information from a plurality of processor-enabled 
peripheral devices to a controlling software component; 

routing a periodic heartbeat message from the controlling software 
component to the plurality of processor-enabled peripheral devices to enable 
each of the plurality of processor-enabled peripheral devices to maintain its 
registered status; and 

if necessary, routing messages from the controlling software 
component to one or more of the plurality of processor-enabled peripheral 
devices on a discrete basis over the CAN bus to control the one or more of 
the plurality of processor-enabled peripheral devices. 

The prior art 1 relied upon by the Examiner in rejecting the claims on 
appeal is: 

Dea US 5,742,833 Apr. 21, 1998 

Goodman US 2002/0097720 Al July 25, 2002 

The Examiner rejected claims 1 to 17 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) based 
upon the teachings of Dea and Goodman. 



1 The filing date of the Goodman reference is presumed to be prior to the 
filing date of the subject application. 
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Dea describes a method and system for reducing power consumption 
in a computer network by monitoring various systems in the network. A 
link beat pulse is used to periodically poll the stations on the network to 
sense for a heartbeat (i.e., sense whether the stations are on the network and 
remain operative) (Figs. 1-4; col. 3, 11. 1 to 53; col. 7, 11. 42-60). The 
network can operate on the Ethernet (Fig. 5; col. 3, 11. 52-55; col. 4, 11. 23- 
27; col. 6, 11. 7-12; col. 7, 11. 36-42). 

The Examiner acknowledges (Final Rej. 2) that "Dea fails to 
explicitly teach devices [that] communicate over a controller area network 
(CAN) bus." 

According to the Examiner (Final Rej. 2) "Goodman discloses devices 
[that] communicate over a controller area network (CAN) bus (Paragraph 
[0004], [0028]) ." 

Goodman describes a plurality of nodes 38-44 in a storage library 
system 20 that communicate with each other over a CAN bus 46 using a 
CAN message protocol (Figs. 1, 2; f 0028). Each of the nodes 38-44 
includes a CAN object 52a-d that is capable of transmitting messages to 
nodes on the CAN interface using a network protocol (e.g., Ethernet) (Fig. 3; 
f 0036). 

Based upon the CAN bus teachings of Goodman, the Examiner 
concludes (Final Rej. 3) that it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art "to combine the teachings of Dea and Goodman because it 
provides an optimized way of transferring data and power between computer 
system hardware components." 
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Appellants argue inter alia (App. Br. 9) that although Dea and 
Goodman each describe portions of the claimed invention, "[t]he similarities 
between Dea and Goodman are not strong enough to produce the claimed 
routing of registration messages to peripheral devices on the CAN bus, 
routing of heartbeat messages on the CAN bus and the routing of messages 
on a discrete basis over the CAN bus to control peripheral devices." 

Based upon the foregoing, we have to determine whether the 
Examiner erred by finding that it would have been obvious to the skilled 
artisan to combine the teachings of the applied references for the advantage 
of "an optimized way of transferring data and power between computer 
system hardware components." 

Although Dea describes the use of a periodic heartbeat pulse to poll 
stations in a network, Goodman describes the use of a CAN bus to connect a 
nodal network, and both references describe use of the Ethernet, we agree 
with Appellants' argument (App. Br. 8, 9) that the skilled artisan would have 
to resort to "impermissible hindsight reconstruction based on Applicants' 
own teachings" to arrive at the specifically claimed registration of the 
plurality of processor-enabled peripheral devices with the controlling 
software component as set forth in claims 1 to 1 1, the periodic heartbeat 
message sent from the controlling software component to the plurality of 
processor-enabled peripheral devices to enable each of the peripheral 
devices to maintain its registered status as set forth in claims 1 to 1 1, and the 
messages routed from the controlling software component to one or more of 
the peripheral devices on a discrete basis on the CAN bus to control the one 
or more peripheral devices as set forth in claims 1 to 17. 
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In summary, the Examiner erred in finding that the skilled artisan 
would have combined the disparate teachings of the applied references for 
the advantage of "an optimized way of transferring data and power between 
computer system hardware components" because only Appellants teach how 
to arrive at the claimed invention set forth in claims 1 to 17. Thus, the 
obviousness rejection of claims 1 to 1 1 is reversed because we agree with 
Appellants that the Examiner's articulated reasons for modifying the 
teachings of the reference to Dea with the teachings of Goodman do not 
support a legal conclusion of obviousness. KSR Int'l v. Teleflex, Inc., 550 
U.S. 398, 418 (2007). 

In summary, the decision of the Examiner is reversed. 

REVERSED 



KIS 
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